Injustice is perceived, experienced and articulated. Social movements, and their constitutive parts, frame and re-frame these senses of injustice. Two often-overlapping accounts of social movements are in focus in this paper. Human geography has been flooded with movement-based analyses of environmental justice (EJ).
in the theorization of environmental justice as a concept must be answered with a similar response in our understanding of environmental activism. As Barnett comments in support of Sen (2009) , "Rather than thinking of philosophy as a place to visit in order to find idealised models of justice or radically new ontologies, we would do well to notice that there is an identifiable shift among moral and political philosophers towards starting from more worldly, intuitive understandings of injustice, indignation, and harm, and building up from there. " (2010: 252) The recent development of normative concepts of justice looms, secondly, in a similar manner. There is a sense (to some extent correctly) that such concepts are worldly, emerging from situated conflict.
They are, however, more often emergent from philosophical debate. A set of normative based testable assumptions materialize based upon achieving equity and fairness in the distributional, postdistributional -referred to as 'recognition' largely attributed to Nancy Fraser (1997) 3 and developed
by Schlosberg (2004 Schlosberg ( , 2007 Schlosberg ( , 2013 (2000) talks explicitly about the 'environmental justice paradigm' as a master frame which links together 'environment, race, class, gender and social justice'
issues. In the UK (especially among NGOs), the master frame has been termed as "just sustainability" Dawson (2000) demonstrates, however, the potential fluidity of EJ master frames in linking it explicitly to eco-nationalism. She identifies sub-group identity, social justice and environmentalism as the core tenets in the US EJ frame. The US environmental movement is, in her view, built on the foundation of subgroup identity and the desire for social justice. As a result, groups defined by religion, gender, national identity or class could offer a basis for EJ movements and their master frame. In this way, the EJ frame covers, for example, the protection of indigenous peoples across the Americas and injustice. We now turn our attention to unlocking further how we can explore master frames of injustice through a better understanding of collective action framing.
III. Moving with scale framing
Framing is, above all, a strategic practice ( This often leads to competing frames between organisations, and more often contentiously challenging existing authoritative views and framings of reality (Cantzler 2007 , Diani 1996 . In this way, encapsulate the discursive practices that construct links between the scale at which a social problem is experienced and the scale(s) at which it could be solved. Williams reminds us that "(a) dynamic of scale politics centres on an antagonistic relationship between a societal problem and its political resolution…(t)he scale at which a social problem is generated may not coincide with the scale(s) at
